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The Methodist Federation for Social Action, an unofficial membership 
organization, founded in 1907, seeks to deepen within the Church, 
the sense of social obligation and opportunity to study, from the 
Christian point of view, social problems and their solutions and to pro- 
mote social action in the spirit of Jesus. The Federation stands for the 
complete abolition of war. The Federation rejects the method of the 
struggle for profit as the economic base for society and seeks to replace 
tt with social-economic planning to develop a society without class or 
group discriminations and privileges. In seeking these objectives, the 
Federation does not commit its members to any specific program, but 
remains an inspirational and educational agency, proposing social changes 
by democratic decisions, not by violence. 
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YESTERDAY, TODAY AND TOMORROW 


By HARRY F. WARD 


The future cannot move forward unless the past is properly 
erstood and used in relation to tomorrow. What the people 
ne Methodist Federation today need to know about the or- 
zation in its beginning, and what the Council of Bishops 
) General Conference need to be informed about when we 
them for the hearing we have never had, is this: While the 
modist Federation was and is an unofficial organization, in 
/beginning it was given an official commission from the 
eral Conference. At the 1908 session of the General Con- 
ace, among several memorials on the social question, was 
from the newly formed Methodist Federation. Up till then 
eral Conference discussion of social questions had been 
ely confined, first to the slavery issue, and then to the 
or issue; but just before memorials began to appear con- 
xing the relation of religion to the then economic issue. 

The Methodist Federation memorial was written, in first 
t, in the press room of the General Conference on tele- 
wh blanks, because the prepared document was altogether too 
sthy and lacking in concrete punch. That became the basis 
what has been called the Social Creed of Methodism, and 


1 under the guidance of Frank Mason North in the Federal - 


incil of Churches, it became the Social Creed of the Churches. 
The Church today does not know that what the General 
ference did besides accepting the memorial from the Meth- 
st Federation, was to direct three bishops to be appointed 
the General Conference to the Federation Council, assigning 
he following questions for investigation and report in 1912: 
hat principles and measures of social reform are so evidently 
iteous and Christian as to demand the specific approval and 
port of the Church? How can the agencies of the Methodist 
Church be wisely used or altered with a view to pro- 


ting the principles and measures thus approved? How may ~ 


best cooperate in this behalf with other denominations? How 
| Our courses of ministerial study in seminaries and confer- 
es be modified with a view to better preparation of our 
ers for efficiency in social reform?” 
e report made by the Methodist Federation, after long 
both nationally and through local conferences, was listed 
Handbook of the General Conference of 1912, and, after 
considered and recommended by the Committee on the 
‘the Church was unanimously adopted. It lists various 
in the fields of social reform and basic social change, 
he Methodist Church is directed by the General Con- 
“support. It binds the Church to “labor unceasingly 
ealization of social justice, the democratic control of 
y, and the conscious control of social, progress.” It com- 
e Church to work with the international peace move- 
it declares the Methodist Federation “the authorized 
Methodist Episcopal Church for the purpose of 
‘the Church the question of the social: implica- 
‘ospel of Jesus.” 
note the width of the ground that mandate covers. 
A’s 50th Anniversary Meeting, July 18, 1957, Washing- 
u: ized by Dr. Ward. 


me perks 


If you reflect a moment you will see its relation to changes 
that have occurred in the M.F.S.A. statement of purpose, e.g., 
the statement concerning the struggle for profit in the economic 
crisis of 1929-33, and the recent one concerning the abolition 
of war. These changes reveal the method by which our program 
has been developed—by fulfilling the mandate of that early 
General Conference, to raise before the Church questions of 
the social implications of the Gospel. We have never tried to 
put anybody’s ideas about social change over on the Church, 
but from time to time to make as correct an analysis as can be 
made of what the gospel of Jesus requires of human society. 


We may be wrong at times in our interpretations, because 
we are but human; but the test is, do our proposals seek to 
move the Church in the direction to which the Gospel of Jesus 
points—a course which began back in the primitive days of 
human society when some began to see the need for sharing 
with serving, and helping each other? 


It is because of its historic nature that the Gospel of Jesus 
expresses and develops the religious-ethical force which can help 
mankind to find a way into the future. Consequently, the next 
thing to remember about our organization is that it is not simply 
an organization, but a dynamic movement. If the current witch- 
hunters could destroy the Methodist Federation as an organiza- 
tion, they cannot destroy the movement. They can say, “We 
don’t want to hear about Jesus,” as they did to Jack McMichael 
(in his hearing before the Velde Committee), but there is no 
such thing as taking Jesus out of history. 

Last year I had a letter from a bishop of the Church asking 
for a brief summary analysis of the course of the Methodist 
Federation. I sent it to him under the headings of the three 


of religion; second, social justice under the same impetus, and 
third, social regeneration. He wrote me back and said, “This 
must be right, because when I asked Bishop McConnell the 
same question he gave me the same answer.” This was the in- 
dividual answer of each of us, unknown to the other. This de- 
velopment had to come if we were continuously to raise before 
the Church the question of the social implications of the Gospel 
of Jesus. We faced a Church saturated in its theology with a 
personal salvation religion, and that had to be changed com- 
pletely. So our first slogan was, “The Church, the servant of 
the community.” This was the exact opposite of the religious im- 
perialism into which a Roman emperor transformed early Chris- 
tianity. It expressed the central principle of Jesus when He 
said, “I am among you as one who serves. . . . He who would 
be first among you, let him be the servant of all.” If you need 
proof of the need for religion to demonstrate as well as pro- 
claim principles, reflect on what has been happening the last 
few years in the Soviet Union, where in 1936 a new constitu- 
tion ‘containing the basic provisions of all existing democratic 
constitutions, and going beyond them at certain points, was 
adopted. In the terrible violations of this constitution that have 
appeared, allowing for the pressures from hostile nations, is the 


demonstration that no matter how thorough the expression of — 


_ phases we have gone~through: First, social_service_in_the spirit _ 


democratic principles, no matter how high the humanitarian 
objectives, a nation that cannot train leaders dominated by the 
spirit of service will fall back into the ways of imperialist powers. 


The second phase of our movement—the quest for social jus- 
tice—was and is required by the first clause in the Social Creed: 
“Equal rights for all men (meaning all persons) in all situations 
of life.” There is the expression of something which helped pro- 
duce the Declaration of Independence and the Bill of Rights. 
‘that is the proclamation by the great Hebrew prophets, and 
then by Jesus, of the equal rights of all human beings before 
God. This took us first into the struggle of labor for equal 
rights, then into opposition to segregation and all forms of dis- 
crimination and denials of rights and privileges, and will take 
us into all efforts to give every child the world around equal 
opportunities for health, education and useful services. 

In this great matter we need to make it clear to those who 
left us because they thought the creation of the Board of Social 
and Economic Relations made our work unnecessary, that there 
are some things an official organization may not do which an 
unofficial group can, and vice versa. The latter is shown by 
what our Board is doing on segregation. The former is written 
in the record of those denominations which have replaced un- 
official groups by official bodies. The basic fact repeated over 
and over again in the history of all human organizations, is that 
they tend to crystallize and become static, so there is constant 
need for an unofficial group that is free to speak out. No official 
organization is likely to take a position which would endanger 
the existence of the institution of which it is a part. The only 
way the inherent opposition between prophetic dnd institutional 
religion can be overcome is by having enough of the prophetic 
spirit working within the institution to keep it changing in re- 
lation to the times. That is why we are needed and why the 
Church should understand that. For its own sake, it needs us. 

In the third phase of our work, the demand for social re- 


WHAT ABOUT OUR JURISDICTIONAL SYSTEMS” 


According to John 17, the theme and passion of the final 
prayer of Jesus with his Father, was that all His followers might 
be one. The church-building conviction of the apostle Paul was 
that all are one in Christ Jesus, and that there is no place in 
his body, the Christian Church, for “Jew or Greek.” 


_ It should be axiomatic for us as Christians that there is no 
proper or Biblically valid place in the body of Christ for exclu- 
sion or separation of any Christians simply on the basis of race 
or skin pigment. The Methodist Church, called above all to 
conform to the mind of Jesus, should end in its organizational 
structure, all vestige of racial discrimination or segregation. 
We deal here today with our Church’s jurisdictional system. 
This brings us directly to-our Church’s racial practices and its 
conformity to the mind of Christ. The Church’s Constitution 
provides two types of jurisdiction (Division Two, Article I, Sec- 
tion VIII—Discipline, Paragraph 26). There are the geographical 
jurisdictions: Northeastern, Southeastern, North Central, South 
Central, Western. Each is defined by the states or territories it 
includes. There is also the strictly racial, Negro jurisdiction, 
euphemistically called “Central.” It is defined as: “The Negro 
Annual Conferences, the Negro Mission Conferences, and Mis- 
sions in the United States of America.” 
__ If there is no place in the body of Christ for racial separa- 
tion of its members, there is no place within a Church for a 
racial jurisdiction. Without further delay or compromise of 
the religious-moral principles involved, The Methodist Church 
_ at the forthcoming 1960 General Conference should propose 
amendment to the Church’s Constitution, deleting from the 
Constitution the sentence which assures racial segregation by 


‘Stat nt to the Commission for Study and Action on the urisdictional Sys- 
tem The Methodist Church, by Rev. Jack R. MeMtichape San reaches, 
Sep , 1957. This Commission, set up by the 1956 General Conference, 
Iding hearings concerning our jurisdictional system (including the 

ittern manifest therein). Any Methodist who makes written re- 

We urge you to do so and to find out at once from your 
dquarters when the Commission panel is to be in 


— a) oT ge et ee 


|| 
generation—a change in the nature of society—we meet the bal 
source of the opposition to us, within and without the Churcf 
Also we face the challenge of the fact that once again hum}; 

a 


history has come to the end of an era. This was made cle 
beyond question of doubt when it was demonstrated, first 
the Soviet Union and then in China, that an economy based 
principles opposite to those of the capitalist system, will woy 
That the present era had come to its end was made douls 
clear when it produced the weapons which threatened mankirg 


One reason our nation has travelled the broad highway tl} 
leads to destruction, is that the people in the churches, who cc} 
stitute a majority, do not know the truth, ie., the concrete fai’ 
in these two situations. They simply do not know them, @ { 
without the truth how can they ever become free from tf 
fears created by the most skillful propaganda ever produced 
human history. So our job, remembering that a little leav} 
can leaven the whole lump if it keeps working, is to get } 
those we can reach the facts to convince them that war tod) 
is suicide as well as wholesale murder, and to show them th 
the nature of the economic order on which society rests is Ee 
ing changed in a large part of the world. 

It is further our duty in pursuance of the original manda 
given us by the General Conference to give the Church oj 
judgment concerning the degree to which the changes in t} 
economic order being made in the Soviet Union, Eastern Euro: 
and China, do or do not move in the direction of “the conscio 
control of social progress,” and the substitution of serving at 
sharing for the struggle for profit and power, in order that t 
highest possible development of all the people may be secure 

To that end I hope that between now and the next Genel 
Conference we will have a commission at work, promoting d 
cussions throughout our membership and all church grou 
reached by them, to prepare the statement on this vital iss 
that we should offer the Committee on the State of the Chur 


providing a Negro jurisdiction. 

Is there need at all in our Church for jurisdictions or j 
dictional conferences, in addition to our necessary annual co 
ferences, episcopal areas, and General Conferences? My jud) 
ment is The Methodist Church could well do without jurisdictio 
as a whole and without the extra expense, time and effort r 
quired to hold jurisdictional conferences. 

How would vacancies in our Council of Bishops be fille 
if not, as at present, by the jurisdictional conferences? 
position of Bishop in The Methodist Church is so important v 
should comb the entire Church without geographical or rac 
limitations, to fill any vacancy. Also, the process of finding # 
best possible new Bishop should be engaged in by the be 
minds of our entire Church. The General Conference brin! 
able, democratically elected representatives from every area ar 
group in Methodism. It meets every four years, just as ofte 
as our jurisdictional conferences. Before our present jurisdiction 
system was set up, the Church elected Bishops at General Cor 
ference. If we eliminate not only our racially segrega' 
Negro jurisdiction, but all jurisdictions and jurisdictional co: 
ferences, General Conference could once again becom 
place where the best men are elected to the Episcopacy by th 
best representatives of the Church from every area. If the 1 
General Conference adopts this recommendation, our Cons 
tion will need to be amended not only by deleting the sen’ 
defining the Negro jurisdiction, but the entire Article I of w 
that sentence is a part and which sets boundaries for all 
jurisdictional conferences. Needed also will be appropriate ¢ 
tion or revision of Division * ‘wo, Section IV of the Cons 
“Jurisdictional Conferences,” and of other sentences in th 
stitution in which reference to those conferences is made 

Elimination of the Central (Negro) Jurisdictio 
its as a part of the elimination of all jurisdicti 
be only one step towar ne present 


| conferences. This problem antedated the present jurisdic- 
al system or the union of the three great branches of Meth- 
m in 1939. Racial segregation in our annual conference 
‘cture is not the child or creation of any one region. 

‘Racial segregation in our annual conference «structure will 
be with us if the Negro Central Jurisdiction is eliminated— 
er alone or together with all the jurisdictions. Annual con- 
ences bring far more clergy and laity into fellowship and 
working annually than jurisdictional conferences do quad- 
aially. Annual conferences also have a more dirtct, important 
tionship to the ongoing work of each local church. Racial 
wegation in our annual conference structure, therefore, touches 
imore people than does the similar segregation”in our juris- 
iional structure, and it touches them more directly. 

|The 1960 General Conference should act to end all racial 
wegation in our church structure, in the annual conferences as 

] as in the jurisdictions. The Church’s Constitution (Division 
0, Section IV, Article V.4) provides boundaries of the annual 
ferences shall be set by the jurisdictional conferences. This 
ction should be transferred to the General Conference, which 
juld exercise the function within the framework of the Chris- 
1 principle and the General Conference’s own affirmation, 
t there is no place in a truly Christian Methodist Church for 
dal segregation. The last General Conference overwhelmingly 
seed: “There must be no place in The Methodist Church for 
dal discrimination or enforced segregation . . . We recom- 
md that discrimination or segregation by any method or prac- 
2, whether by conference structure or otherwise, in The Meth- 
sst Church be abolished with reasonable speed.” (Paragraph 
26, Discipline of The Methodist Church). 
|In keeping with that official Methodist policy, I urge the 
650 General Conference to submit for approval in annual 
hferences amendment to the Church’s Constitution to illegalize 

racial barriers or segregation in Methodist structure and to 
evide annual conferences and jurisdictions (if the jurisdictions 

: to be kept at all) solely on a geographical basis and without 
stige or taint of unchristian segregation. 

These proposals root in the conviction that the urgent prob- 
a of ending racial segregation in our denomination’s organiza- 
nal structure, was by no means solved by the action of the 
36 General Conference. 

That General Conference recommended to the annual con- 


ences a two-part amendment to the Constitution of our Church. 


This amendment to our Church’s Constitution is the-major 
‘ion of the 1956 General Conference in the field of organiza- 
nal structure as concerns segregation. Adopting the amend- 
nt will make it less cumbersome for local churches and an- 
al conferences and areas or Bishops, to transfer out of the 
sregated racial Central Jurisdiction. The amendment makes our 
tanizational structure less rigid, more flexible and fluid. The 
endment’s heading, “Abolition of the Central Jurisdiction,” 
ces abolition of that racial, segregated and_non-geographical 
isdiction, into the Constitution as a Church goal. This im- 
es the Church recognizes there is something bad about this 
ticular Negro jurisdiction—viz., its racially segregated char- 
er. 

The General Conference, however, in supporting this amend- 
nt to the Church’s Constitution, did not go nearly so far as 
Brooklyn Dodgers did years ago or as the secular Supreme 
urt of the United States unanimously did in 1954, For the 
endment as such neither ends nor illegalizes any racial bar- 
rs in our Church structure. It does not require or guarantee 
t the jurisdictions and annual conferences of the Church shall 
wceforth be geographical rather than racial, segregated en- 
es. This opens the door to the possible emasculation or whit- 
g away (without abolition) of the Negro jurisdiction. This 
Id result in reducing Negro representation on our church- 
le boards and agencies without ending the shame of a segre- 
ed jurisdiction. The amendment does not abolish the segre- 
ed jurisdiction and annual conferences. It sets no time limit 
atever on that abolition. Under the amendment the sition 


-unchristian racial segregation in our Church jurisdictional 
ever— 


| Re-entered as second class matter Sept. 15, 1958, at the \ostoffico at 


church has opened its doors without segregation to all persons 
regardless of race. Under this amendment (in contrast to the 
situation in public schools after the unanimous Supreme Court 
ruling) it is still legal and constitutional for white annual con- 
ferences to close their doors to Negro Methodists—and for just 
as long as prejudice or expediency dictates. 


Some advocates of this amendment made quite a fetish of 


the voluntary nature of the possible process for dissolving the 
Church’s racial segregation. Negro local churches or annual con- 
ferences are to leave their jurisdiction only when they volunteer 
to do so and only when some other annual conference or juris- 
diction volunteers to receive them (by a two-thirds vote in each 
instance). In short, we may legally and constitutionally keep 
our unchristian segregation just as long as we wish and until 
two-thirds of those voting on both sides vote to give it up. 


This illuminates the statement to the press made by a 


Bishop after the 1956 General Conference voted to support the 
constitutional amendment. The Bishop said: 


“This General Conference safeguarded the right of regional opin- 
ion. If and when structural changes are to be effected in The Meth- 
odist Church involving race relations, they can he consummated only 
by the consent and approval of those involved. This leaves to the an- 
nual conferences in the several states full autonomy. We who struggle 
with this problem in our Southland must strive at all times to be 
kind and helpful in our relationships without doing violence by any 
hasty action to our time honored. traditions.” 


The Bishop understood the General Conference action would 


not speedily transform our Church or quickly end the racial 
segregation in its organizational structure. That is true, and for 
that very reason I believe that last General Conference fell short 
of its full Christian duty, to send to the annual conferences a 
proposed constitutional amendment which, if and when supported 
by the constitutionally necessary two-thirds of all annual con- 
ference voters, would bring our existing structural segregation 
to an end. The amendment proposed by the 1956 General Con- 
ference does not guarantee that a single bit of our structural 
segregation will actually disappear—next year, or the year after 
that, or by 1960, or ever. Adoption of the amendment will merely 
make it possible, but not necessary or certain or required, that 
Methodists in the unspecified future may end this or that part 
of our structural segregation. And even those piecemeal steps 
will take place only if and when two-thirds of those voting in 
the local church or annual conferences or jurisdictions immed- 
iately involved on both sides of any particular proposed transfer, 
vote one by one for them to take place. 


A minority of one-third plus one of the voting white or 


Negro Methodists on either side, can bar even these piecemeal 
steps towards lowering in our Church structure the racial bar- 
riers. which contradict the mind of Jesus and our own Church’s 
official statement of policy in the area of race. 


The 1956 General Conference action in the field of race 


was so limited and inadequate as to keep open the possibility 
that unchristian and undemocratic racial segregation may re- 
main permanently a part of our organizational structure. 


Though recognizing the serious inadequacy of the consti- 


tutional amendment proposed to the annual conferences by the 
last General Conference, I have recommended to fellow-Meth- 
odists in my own California-Nevada Annual Conference and to 
those in all annual conferences, that they work and vote to 
secure adoption of the amendment. It opens a needed door if 
only slightly and inadequately. It is all we have to work with 
until 1960. It provides methods for increasing togetherness or 
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integration and decreasing racial separation in Methodism. Our 
California-Nevada Annual Conference vote in favor of the 
amendment, was unanimous. 

Beyond adoption of the amendment, I urge that we imple- 
ment and use it to dissolve our segregated jurisdiction and con- 
ferences as speedily and thoroughly as possible within the 
amendment’s limited framework. As a Methodist Christian and 
native Georgian, with deep and abiding love for my native 
state and territory, I urge my fellow southeastern whites to vote 
in their annual conferences and to work there, to open their 
doors freely to all Methodist individuals and churches in their 
territory, in harmony with the mind and spirit of Jesus whom 
we seek to follow. Such action in my native jurisdiction would 
undermine effectively any allegations that some southeastern 
white votes cast at the last General Conference for the pro- 
posed amendment, were cast in the conviction that the amend- 
ment would not alter, but help keep intact our present structure. 

Another rumor and suspicion voiced in General Conference 
corridors was that some supported the amendment to put Negro 
Methodists on the spot and prove that their words against segre- 
gation will not be matched by deeds and that they talk against 
the Central Negro Jurisdiction, but secretly covet the status and 
jobs that segregated structure guarantees. I am sure the long- 
voiced opposition of most Negro Methodists to all segregation 
in our Church, is sincere. I urge fellow-Methodists in the Cen- 
tral Jurisdiction to vote readiness in their local churches and 
annual conferences to leave their segregated jurisdiction and 
conferences, to enter jurisdictions or conferences as geographical, 
not racial entities. I hope the churches and conferences of the 
Central Jurisdiction will knock quickly on the doors of the 
geographical conferences or jurisdictions involved, saying, “We 
are ready to join you in an experiment in full Christianity. 
We are ready to join you in a Christian, integrated Methodist 
Church.” 

Let all of us in all jurisdictions and annual conferences act 
to adopt, and then to implement and use the constitutional 
amendment IX, as the only instrument through which we pres- 
ently can work, until a better and more adequate one is given 
us by the 1960 General Conference. And let that General Con- 
ference give us in the annual conferencés throughout the Church, 


‘the right at long last to vote on a constitutional amendment 


which itself would end the legalized and constitutional racial 
segregation in our jurisdictional and annual conference structure. 
As a local pastor I emphasize that all of us Methodists should 
work now and hard to make our local churches inclusive of all 
actual or prospective Methodists in the area served, regardless 
of race. That would carry out official policy of our Church, 
which states: “We join other people of good will around the 
world in moving toward the day when all races shall share 
richly without discrimination or segregation in the good things 

of life,” and which recommends: 
“That Methodist churches in changing neighborhoods, rather than 


seeking new locations, early prepare their people to welcome into their 


fellowship all races as they become a part of their community. 

: “That our pastors, upon whom rests the responsibility of receiving 
individuals into church membership discharge that responsibility with- 
out regard to race, color, or national origin.” (Discipline of The Meth- 
odist Church, paragraph 2026). 


So let us, pastors and lay members alike, act accordingly. 


BEHIND THE HEADLINES 


Since this column last appeared the headlines have announced 
a number of important events calling for an analysis from the 
viewpoint required by the religion of Jesus: 


_ Dulles’ latest advance to the brink of war in the Middle 
East, with its tendency to rely upon the President’s general 


powers and to cancel out the assurance under which Congress 


_ approved the so-called Eisenhower doctrine—that it would not 
be implemented without request from a nation threatened by 


communist aggression. 


move of a Southern governor toward secession under 
ece sie that an alleged threat of violence could be 
'g troops to prevent Negro students from enterin 
which had been opened to oe 5 aes 


~ floor he is alleged to have said, “Why bother? Tll pocket th 


prevent its repetition there and elsewhere. 
people in the deep South to exercise their constitutional rig) 
to vote, and its challenge to the white ministry all over the lar} 

The similar challenge of scientists in this and other cou 
tries to action in behalf of ending the bomb and missile tes 
ing possible the ending of war. eS, | 

"The State Department's making itself ridiculous and hy 
govermment of China did not exist. | 

The> Supreme Court findings concerning violations of 
of Justice, along with the reversal of Smith Act convictions 
a Federal Court of Appeals. 
tinuing issues our members and readers will find guidance 
the findings of our Fiftieth Anniversary Meeting. The concré 
and make them active in the determination of the course 
human events. To accomplish this it is necessary to spread throu 
to follow Jesus is not merely to repeat His words, not even 
try and imitate Him, but to fufill His life and work in our d 
the way He trod. This is the distinctive contribution we 
called upon to make to the solution of the destiny determini 

On the race issue for example, those who follow Jesus se 
more than equal rights for citizens. They want every child 
who are members of one family—equal opportunities with 
others for the fullest possible development of all their capaciti 
lowship to achieve this goal. 

In the issue of preserving and revitalizing of the Bill 
abolish the Un-American and Internal Committees our spec 
contribution should be the gaining of more support for o 
the last session our petition for a Special Committee to consid 
the violations of the Bill of Rights perpetrated against us | 

The Speaker of the House wrote us that it was referred | 
the appropriate committee. To the question “Which one?” y 
that the petition was referred to the Judiciary Committee. - 
Chairman Eastland was also Chairman of the Sub-Commit 
this man is reported to have boasted to his constituents that | 
prevented action on a certain bill by keeping it in his pock 


The Negro ministers’ leadership of the struggle of th 
and the production and use of nuclear weapons, thereby m4 
dering world peace by trying to behave as though the ac 
Bill of Rights by Congressional Committees and) the Departmd 

On the relation of the principles of Jesus to all these ca) 
question before us is how to get these findings off of pap 
the ministers and members of our churches the realization 
as He fulfilled in His day the law and the prophets who open 
problems now before mankind. 
world around to have the full heritage that belongs to tha 
They desire all human beings to unite in a sharing, serving fe 
Rights, beyond helping locally to shape up the movement 
own case as unfinished business when Congress reopens. 
these Committees, and to grant us redress, received short shri 
could get no answer. The Presiding officer of the Senate wrd 
which committed the wrongs against us. In his last campai 
Concerning a proposed resolution to bring our petition to - 


as I have pocketed the petition.” The denial of the first ¢c 
of the First Amendment naturally ends up with refusal of 
last right it guarantees—the right of petition. _ 
Two things we need to do before Congress meets, and thi 
need to be started now. One is to plan to bring our case | 
fore all religious bodies likely to be interested, and ask fe 
resolution in support of our right to be heard. The other is 
discussion with Congressmen and Senators, continuous 4 
there appears any hope of securing action, seeking sup 
getting our petition to the floor for discussion and v 
The legislators should be asked whether they app 
ing a fifty year old religious organization, with 
record, as a> munist front and subv 
tempt to find out the facts, either by inv 
Whether they think the free ci 
Amendment should be resttic t 
bers of legislative cx 
gressional Committee 


